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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUAI_ITY CONTROl. BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

REVISING AND REISSUING TIME SCHEDUI_E ORDER NO. 81-13

AN ORDER DIREETING THE CITY OF PAEO AETO
1"0 COMPLY WITH REQUIREMENTS PRESCRIBED BY TliE
CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUAI_lTY CONTROL BOARD~

"AN FH!iI1CECO BAY HEGION, IN OHDEH NO. 85--19
(Nf'DES PERt·ilT NO, C~101!~:~,"!8"~;4")

The Califofflia Re~ional Water Quality Control Board (hereinafter Boar'd) 1 San
Francisco Bay Region, finds tllat:

1, '"his Board adopted Order No. 85-19 on February 20, 1985 reissuing waste
discharge requirements for the City of Palo Alto, Subregional Water
Pollution Cont(ol Fl ant , (h er e i ni t er d i s char qe r l , Dl"oer No. 8~)-j"9

contains prohibitions affecting the discharger's current and future
discharge of wastes to waters of South San Francisco Bay or its
tributaries SQuth of Dumbarton Bridge. The discharge prohibitions
implement the Board's adopted Water Quality Control Plan for San Francisco
Bay Basin and the State Board Policy for Enclosed Bays and Estuaries. "fhe
prohibitiollS in Order No, 85-19 have not been met; under the Federal
Municipal Compliance Policy and State's NPDES Compliance Policy the
discharger must comply with these prohibitions by July 1, 1988.

2. "fhe discharger and the Cities of San Jose, Santa Clara, and Sunnyvale ar"e
members of the joint powers authority named the South Bay Dischargers
Authority (SBD~\I. The SBD?i is thl:~ lev"d agE'!1cy for the cunsrruct ton of
necessary disposal facilities, such as the Basin Plan Alternative (a joint
outfall north of Dumbarton Br"idge) I for all three member agellcies and has
prepared a Final Environment Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
disposal project.

3. The SaDA and Environmental Protection Agency Fi!lal EIR/EIS adopted July
1988 recommended the alterrlativ2 of "No Action Beyond Currently Approved
Improvements at Treatment Plallts· i

• The currefltly approved improvements at
tl1e discharger's treatment plant can meet current Board effluent limits
when operating properly, but do not meet Basin Plan prohibitions for~

a, lm~l ini t ial d i l uticn ;

b. discharge to dead-end sloughs or confined waterways;

c, discharge to San Francisco Bay south of Dumbarton Bridge;

and may not meet Basill Plan prohibitions of discharge of conservative
toxic and deleterious materials above levels achievable by source control~

especially for continued discharge at the present location. In addition
discilarges may inhibit receiving water limitations from being consistently
mi.:~ t. ~
























